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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1- 22 have been examined. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The disclose paragraph 34 in page 2 is incomplete in specification. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
: A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

i (b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 

use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
; States. 

3. Claims 1-3 and 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Joao (U.S. 2004/0160319). 

Regarding Claim 1, Joao's system comprise: 

vehicle alarm detectable external to the vehicle for signaling that the vehicle is 
being misappropriated (page 3, paragraph 25); 

an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the vehicle alarm (page 3, 
paragraph 25); 
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a misappropriation signal for communicating to the alarm discharge apparatus 
that the vehicle is being misappropriated (page 2, paragraph 20 and page 3, paragraphs 
24-25); 

a public response system for reporting a detection of the vehicle alarm (page 5, 
paragraphs 58 and 62-63); 

and a recovery service agency for directing recovery of the vehicle (page 5, 
paragraphs 62-63). 

As to claim 2, Joao's system comprises: 

a recovery processor (4) for implementing a recovery action (page 2, paragraphs 
20-22 and page 5, paragraphs 53 and 62-63); 

i 

! a misappropriation signal handler (4) for processing the misappropriation signal 
wherein the misappropriation signal handler provides input to the recovery processor 
(page 2, paragraphs 20-23 and page 3, paragraphs 24-27); and 

■: a trigger apparatus (4) for triggering the vehicle alarm wherein the recovery 
processor activates the trigger apparatus thus discharging the vehicle alarm (page 3, 
paragraphs 24-27). 

j It is inherently that the CPU able to perform the function of the recovery 
processor, misappropriation signal handler and a trigger apparatus. 

I As to claim 3, it teaches the misappropriation signal handler comprises a 
receiver for receiving an external recovery signal (page 2, paragraphs 15 and 20; and 
page 3, paragraphs 33-35). 
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As to claim 5, it teaches the misappropriation signal handler comprises logic for 
generating an internal recovery signal (page 2, paragraphs 20-23 and page 3, 
paragraphs 24-25 and 34). 

■ It is inherently that the CPU is processing and generating signal by CPU logic. 

As to claim 6, it teaches the recovery processor further comprises a vehicle 
shutoff system for disabling the vehicle whereby the vehicle shutoff system disables the 
vehicle close in time to discharging the vehicle alarm (page 2, paragraph 23 and page 

3, paragraphs 24-25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

; The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

; the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time;the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

: Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. | Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joao 
(U.S; 2004/0160319) in view of Spencer et al. (U.S. 2002/0080769). 

As to Claim 4, Joao's system meets all the limitation of claim and it teaches the 
external recovery signal receiver is a radio receiver (remote system) (page 2, 
paragraphs 15-16 and page 3, paragraphs 34-35). 

; It fails to show the radio receiver operating in unlicensed frequency spectrum. 

; Spencer's device teaches radio receiver operating in unlicensed frequency 
spectrum (page 1 , paragraphs 1 and 3-4). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use an unlicensed 
frequency spectrum because it would improve a long delay before communication is 
establish which with consequently a poor service experienced by users. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joao 
(U.S: 2004/0160319) in view of Blackburn et al. (U.S. 6,825,576). 

j As to claim 7, Joao's system meets all the limitation of claims except it fails to 
shoW a speed sensor for detecting the vehicle's speed. 

! Blackburn's device shows the processor further comprises a speed sensor for 
detecting the vehicle's speed whereby the vehicle shutoff system will only operate when 
the vehicle's speed is below some predetermined speed (column 1, lines 67 and column 
2, lines 55-60 and column 3, lines 1-28 and column 4, lines 13-24). 

; It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement a 
speed sensor with the recovery processor because it would disable the vehicle once the 
vehicle has stopped and lock the stopped position for tracking theft. 

6. ; Claims 8, 18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Joao (U.S. 2004/0160319) in view of Rossides (U.S. 5,276,435). 

; As to claim 8, Joao's system meets all the limitation of claims and it teaches the 
public response system for reporting an observance of the vehicle alarm (page 5, 
paragraphs 58 and 62-63). 

It fails to show an incentive for encouraging a member of the public for reporting 
the approximate location of the vehicle alarm. 
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Rossides's device teaches an incentive for encouraging a member of the public 
for reporting the approximate location of vehicle alarm (column 5, lines 19-30 and 
column 10, lines 23-25 an column 13, lines 27-44) 

: It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement an 
incentive for encouraging public for report because it would accelerate the recovery 
process by identify the position of the stolen vehicle. 

! Regarding Claim 18, Joao's system comprises: 

; discharging a vehicle alarm for signaling that a vehicle is being misappropriated, 
which vehicle alarm being highly detectable from outside the vehicle (page 3, paragraph 
25). 

; providing a communications mean to a recovery service agency for reporting the 
detection of the vehicle alarm (page 5, paragraphs 58 and 62-63); and 

; the recovery service agency coordinating the recovery of the vehicle (page 5, 
paragraphs 58 and 62-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the vehicle alarm 
does not require line of sight to the vehicle because it is not required of using infra-red 
and any optical emitter to transmit signal for detection of alarm. 

It fails to show educating the public that there is an incentive to reporting a 
detection of the vehicle alarm; 

! Rossides's device teaches a method for educating the public that there is an 
incentive to reporting a detection of the vehicle alarm (column 5, lines 19-30 and column 
10, lines 23-25 an column 13, lines 27-44); 
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, See rejection of claim 8. 
As to claim 20, Joao's system teaches the vehicle transmitting a signal to the 
recovery service agency indicating that the vehicle is being misappropriated (page 2, 
paragraphs 20-21 and page 3, paragraphs 33-35 and page 5, paragraphs 58 and 62- 
63). | 

As to claim 21 , Joao's system teaches a recovery service agency subscriber 
communicating to the recovery service agency that a recovery service agency 
subscriber's vehicle has been misappropriated (page 5, paragraphs 62-63). 

j As to claim 22, Joao's system teaches recovery service agency transmitting an 
external recovery signal to the vehicle (page 2, paragraphs 20-21 and page 3, 
paragraphs 33-35 and page 5, paragraphs 58 and 62-63). 

7. Claims 9-1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Joao (U.S. 2004/0160319) in view of Kretzmar et al. (U.S. 5,912,615). 
Regarding Claim 9, Joao's system comprise: 

a vehicle alarm detectable external to the vehicle for signaling that the vehicle is 
being misappropriated wherein the vehicle alarm (page 3, paragraph 25); 

a misappropriation signal for communicating to the alarm discharge apparatus 
that the vehicle is being misappropriated (page 3, paragraph 25); 

a public response system for reporting a detection of alarm (page 5, paragraphs 
58 and 62-63); and 
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a recovery service agency for directing recovery of the vehicle (page 5, 
paragraphs 58 and 62-63). 

It fails to show an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the smoke flare. 
Kretzmar's device teaches an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the 
smoke flare (column 3, lines 3-21). 

: It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the 
smoke flare as a alarm because it would provide a strong indication for public of stolen 
vehicle to in order the accelerate the recovery process and used to deter the theft. 
| As to claim 10, Joao's system comprises: 
a misappropriation signal handler (4) for processing a recovery required signal 
(page 2, paragraphs 20-23 and page 3, paragraphs 24-27); 

; a recovery processor (4) for implementing a recovery action (page 2, paragraphs 
20-22 and page 5, paragraphs 53 and 62-63); 

'[ a positioning apparatus for positioning the alarm of stolen vehicle (page 3; 
paragraph 28 and 33-35); and 

; a trigger apparatus (4) for activate the alarm wherein the recovery processor 
activates the trigger apparatus thus discharging alarm (page 3, paragraphs 24-27). 
\ It fails to show an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the smoke flare. 
Kretzmar's device teaches an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the 
smoke flare (column 3, lines 3-21). 
j See rejection of claim 9. 
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As to claim 11, Joao's system teaches the misappropriation signal handler 
further comprising a receiver for receiving an external recovery signal (page 3, 
paragraph 33-35). 

As to claim 13, Joao's system teaches the misappropriation signal handler 
further comprising logic (CPU) for generating an internal recovery signal (figure 1 and 
page 2, paragraphs 20-22 and page 3, paragraphs 24-27). 



8. 



(U.S 



Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joao 



2004/0160319) in view of Kretzmaret al. (U.S. 5,912,615), in further view of 
Spericer et al. (U.S. 2002/0080769). 

As to claim 12, the combination meets all the limitation of claims except it fails to 
show the external recovery signal receiver is a radio receiver operating in unlicensed 
frequency spectrum. 

Spencer's device teaches radio receiver operating in unlicensed frequency 
spectrum (page 1 , paragraphs 1 and 3-4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use an unlicensed 
frequency spectrum because it would improve a long delay before communication is 
establish which with consequently a poor service experienced by users. 



9. i Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jbao 
(U.S: 2004/0160319) in view of Kretzmaret al. (U.S. 5,912,615), in further view of 
Rossides (U.S. 5,276,435). 
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As to claim 17, Joao's system meets all the limitation of claims and it teaches the 
public response system for reporting an observance of the vehicle alarm (page 5, 
paragraphs 58 and 62-63). 

It fails to show an incentive for encouraging a member of the public for reporting 
the approximate location of the vehicle alarm. 

: Rossides's device teaches an incentive for encouraging a member of the public 
for reporting the approximate location of vehicle alarm (column 5, lines 19-30 and 
column 10, lines 23-25 an column 13, lines 27-44) 

\ It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement an 
incentive for encouraging public for report because it would accelerate the recovery 
process by identify the position of the stolen vehicle. 

10. ; Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jpao 
(U.Si 2004/0160319) in view of Rossides (U.S. 5,276,435), in further view of Kretzmar 
et alj (U.S. 5,912,615). 

As to claim 19, the combination meets all the limitation of claims except it fails to 
show the vehicle alarm is smoke flare. 

Kretzmar's device teaches an alarm discharge apparatus for discharging the 
smoke flare (column 3, lines 3-21). 

See rejection of claim 9. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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11. Claims 14-1 6are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 

would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 

base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
With regards of claim 14, the prior art does not specifically disclose or suggest 

the vehicle shutoff system disables the vehicle close in time to discharging the smoke 

flare; 

With regards of claim 15, it is allowable because the dependency of claim 14. 

With regards of claim 16, the prior art does not specifically disclose or suggest 
an enclosure sensor for detecting whether the vehicle is enclosed whereby the smoke 
flare will be discharged only if the vehicle is not enclosed. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Conclusion 

1 2. \ The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Slicker et al. (U.S. 2004/0140885) "Vehicle Security 
j b. Ando et al. (U.S. 2005/0146422) "Device for detecting 
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c. Tikkanen et al. (U.S. 6,373,382) "Bicycle theft protection 

d. Nakayama et al. (U.S. 2002/0093419) "Vehicular Reporting 

1 3. ; Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hoi C. Lau whose telephone number is (571)272r8547. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M- F 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571)272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

: Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



HCL 



